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The Lost 


The war on Iraq is not the only war in the world and it 
is not the only war being fought for our material 
benefit. Western consumers’ seemingly insatiable 
demand for mobile phones, laptops, games consoles 
and other luxury electronic goods has been fuelling 
violent conflict and killing millions in the Democratic 
Republic of Congo (formerly Zaire). By Erik Vilwar. 
Either side of an 1800 mile front-line, a country the size of western Europe 
with a population no larger than England’s has been carved up by warring 
factions and foreign armies from nine different countries, leaving millions 
dead or homeless. What little infrastructure dictator Mobutu Sese Seko did 
not wreck during his three decades of misrule has mostly been destroyed by 
fighting, or has finally succumbed to neglect. 

The Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC) is possibly the most mineral 
rich place on earth — though this has proved a curse to the people of the 
Congo. The Congo holds millions of tons of diamonds, copper, cobalt, zinc, 
manganese, uranium (the atomic bombs dropped on Hiroshima and Nagasaki 
were built using Congolese uranium), and coltan. Coltan, a substance made 
up of columbium and tantalum, is a particularly valuable resource — used to 
make mobile phones, night vision goggles, fiber optics, and micro- 
capacitors. 


What is Coltan? 
Coltan looks like black mud, but is three times heavier than iron and only 
slightly lighter than gold. It is found in abundance in eastern Congo and can 


be mined with minimal equipment. Coltan is vital to the high tech economy. 


Wireless electronic communication would not exist without it. The ‘mud’ is 
refined into tantalum — a metallic element that is both a superb conductor of 
electricity and extremely heat-resistant. Tantalum powder is a vital 
component in capacitors, for the control of the flow of current in miniature 
circuit boards. Capacitors made of tantalum are found inside every laptop, 
pager, personal digital assistant, and mobile phone.' Tantalum is also used in 
the aviation and atomic energy industries. A very small group of companies 
in the world process coltan. These include H.C.Starck (Germany, a subsidiary 
ot Bayer), Cabott Inc. (US), Ningxia (China), and Ulba (Kazakhstan). The 
world’s biggest coltan mines are in Australia and they account for about 60% 
of world production. It is generally believed, however, that 80% of the 
world’s reserves are in Africa, with DRC accounting for 80% of the African 
reserves.” 

At the end of 2000, there was an unprecedented ‘gold rush for coltan’. 


World War 
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Over a few months the price rose tenfold. In January 2000, an international 
trader would have paid between US$30 and US$40 for a pound (lb) of 
unprocessed coltan. By December 2000 the price has risen to US$380/1b. 
This dramatic price increase was driven by a sudden and steep rise in the 
demand for tantalum powder, caused by an overvaluation of the technology 
market triggered by a new generation of mobile phones and the consumer 
rush following the launch of the Sony Playstation 2. 

At the height of the demand for coltan, it is known that Rwandan soldiers 
and other affiliated criminal groups were making roughly US$20 million a 
month solely from the trade in coltan.? However, the coltan boom was 
short-lived and prices rapidly fell as more and more coltan came on to the 
market. By October 2001, coltan prices were back to where they started. In 
the meantime, thousands of destitute Congolese people had gone digging for 
the precious ore, a few international traders had made a fortune and millions 
of dollars had flowed to the parties waging war. Prices have fallen from the 
late 2000 peak, but the trade in coltan is still fuelling the war. 

The human costs of this conflict have been horrific. According to the UN, 
up until last September, in the five Eastern provinces of DRC alone, between 
3 and 3.5 million people had died directly because of the war. * Many were 
killed and tortured but most died of starvation and disease. The destruction 
of farms has resulted in malnutrition and starvation. Millions of people have 
been forced from their homes. Years of war have led to a social environment 
in which men abuse women on a staggering scale and children become 
instruments of war, forced to work in mines and conscripted into armed 
forces. Surveys in Butembo found that 90% of people were living on less 
than 20 cents a day and only one meal. 5 

Most people in Britain appear ignorant of this war. The underlying causes 
of the war and the role of the British government and British companies are 
obfuscated by the media presentation of the war as a confusing ethnic 
conflict, involving seven African states and many rebel groups. In fact, the 
war is quite simple to understand. It is about money. 

The ‘second Congolese war’ supposedly began in August 1998, with an 
attempt by Tutsi rebels backed by Uganda and Rwanda to depose former 
Congolese president Laurent Kabila, whom they accused of sheltering the 
Hutu Interahamwe militias responsible for the 1994 slaughter of some 
800,000 Tutsis in Rwanda. Soldiers from Angola, Zimbabwe, Namibia and 
Chad were sent in, ostensibly to save Kabila’s regime. It is clear that the 
primary motivation for the intervention of these armies was to loot Congo’s 
rich resources and sell them. 

The looting of the Congo’s natural resources is carried out by elite 
networks consisting of a small core of political and military elites and 
business persons and, in the case of occupied areas, selected rebel leaders.° 
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These networks ensure the viability and profitability of their economic 
activities through control over the military and other security forces that 
they use to intimidate, threaten, torture and kill. Actual commercial 
activities are carried out through front companies, supported by organised 
transnational criminal groups. 7 

‘The role of the private sector in the exploitation of natural resources and 
the continuation of the war has been vital.’ 


UN Panel of Experts 


Last October, an independent panel of experts reported to the United 
Nations Security Council that 85 multinational companies based in Europe, 
the US and South Africa had facilitated the plunder of the Congo and illegally 
profited from the war. Twelve of the companies named in the report are 
based in Britain. 

Mahmoud Kassen, chairperson of the UN Panel of Experts, said ‘The role 
of these companies is really important. Corporations have a direct and 
indirect role. Without them this kind of commerce would not be possible’.’ 

The Panel’s investigations had previously led them to conclude that the 
war in the Congo ‘has become mainly about access, control and trade’ of 
minerals, the most important being coltan. The one thing that unites the 
warring parties is the desire for money. 

‘Because of its lucrative nature,’ the Panel said, the war ‘has created a win- 
win situation for belligerents. Adversaries and enemies are at the same time 
partners in business, get weapons from the same dealers and use the same 
intermediaries. Business has superseded security.’ !° 


The twelve British-based companies named in the UN 
report are... 


Afrimex 
A.Knight International 


Exports coltan. 

Assayers — they weigh, test and 

examine metals. Based in Warrington. 
Trade in metals and minerals worldwide. 
Based in London. 

Assayers. Based in London. There is an Alex 
Stewart laboratory in Rwanda. 

Trades in Congolese coltan. Total sales of 
£1.5 billion in 1998/99. 


A & M Minerals and 
Metals Ltd. 
Alex Stewart Ltd 


Amalgamated Metal 
Corp Holding company 
of AMC Group 

Anglo American Plc Mining and natural resources conglomerate. 
Formed from a merger in 1998 of Anglo 
American Corp and Minorco. Moved offices 
from Johannesburg to London. Also has a 45% 
share in De Beers. 

Arctic Investment Investment firm with investments in Europe 
and Africa. 
Barclays Bank Offices across Africa but not in Congo. 
Declares mission to be Africa’s leading bank. 
Has profited from the exploitation of people 


and resources in Africa for over a century. 


Das Air Operates at Gatwick. Serves Africa, Middle 
East, the US, and India. 

De Beers Diamond mining and trading. 

Euromet Trades in coltan from the Great Lakes region 


of DRC. 
Mines and exports natural resources from 
Africa to Europe. 


Mineral Afrika 


Britain is not only involved in the exploitation of the Congo’s natural 
resources; it also armed all the sides involved in the DRC conflict. UK arms 
manufacturers have been granted export licenses to sell weapons to 
Zimbabwe, Uganda, Angola, Namibia and Burundi." 

In a speech to the Labour Party Conference last year, Tony Blair said that, 
with UK help, the world community could ‘sort out the blight that is the 
continuing conflict in the Democratic Republic of Congo, where three 
million people have died through war or famine in the last decade’. What 
Blair refers to as ‘the blight’ within the DRC was exacerbated by his own 
government’s sanctioning of military exports and training into the region. 
Since the Labour Party came to power, 

Britain has more than quadrupled arms sales to Africa." 


Congo History in a Nutshell 

The Congo has been relentlessly pillaged for more than a century. To begin 
with, it was taken over as a personal possession by Belgian King Leopold II 
following a series of fraudulent treaties with African kings. Leopold thought 
a good name would be the Congo Free State, perhaps because he got it for 
nothing. Private companies were brought in to do the dirty work, extracting 
as much rubber and ivory as possible, and making money hand over fist. 
Leopold’s rule was tyrannical and vicious and killed more than half the 
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population in less than 20 years. In 1909, Belgium took the country over 
and renamed it the Belgian Congo. They eased up on the killing but kept the 
forced labour. Fierce rioting in 1959 resulted in Belgium abruptly granting 
independence in 1960. The country was renamed the Democratic Republic 
of Congo. Shortly after independence, the US took over in a bloody coup. 
The CIA arranged the murder of Patrice Lumumba, the country’s first 
elected leader. In his place they installed their paid agent Colonel Mobutu 
Sese Seko. In Mobutu’s 37 years as ruler of the Congo (which he renamed 
Zaire) he managed to amass a huge personal fortune and continued to 
oppress the general population. Nevertheless, he remained popular with 
Western governments and companies. From 1965 to 1991, Zaire received 
more than $1.5 billion in US economic and military aid. According to the 
World Bank (a long-time supporter of Mobutu), 64.7% of Zaire’s budget was 
reserved for Mobutu’s discretionary spending. Mobutu’s greed was ultimately 
his downfall. When he tried to stop sharing the Congo’s wealth with his 
Western backers, the US prepared for him to be overthrown. In October 
1996, the Rwandan army along with Ugandan troops invaded Zaire and by 
May 1997 had forced Mobutu to flee to Morocco. The invasion was 
disguised as a local rebellion. The Tutsi Rwandan forces called themselves 
the Alliance of Democratic Forces for the Liberation of Congo-Zaire 
(ADFL) and recruited Laurent Kabila, an exiled Congolese Marxist, as a 
figurehead leader. Kabila was installed as President and changed the country’s 
name back to the Democratic Republic of Congo. In July 1998, Kabila 
expelled Rwandan and Ugandan forces from the Congo. On 2™ August, 
Rwanda and Uganda invaded the eastern region of the Congo and set up 
surrogate ‘rebel’ armies. Angola, Zimbabwe and Namibia sent their armies to 
support Kabila and Burundi joined the Rwandans and the Angolans. This was 
the start of the second Congo war. The US backed the Rwandan and Ugandan 
invasion and pressured Kabila into signing the Lusaka Accord which treated 
the conflict as a civil war. The result is a partitioned Congo with Rwanda and 
Uganda still occupying the eastern half and ignoring all deadlines for leaving. 
On 17" January 2001, on the fortieth anniversary of the assassination of 
Lumumba, Laurent Kabila was assassinated. Joseph Kabila, Laurent’s son, 
took over as President. 


John Bredenkamp 
John Bredenkamp is 33" on Britain’s rich list, higher than Paul McCartney. 
The last year was a good one for him. He was the 19" fastest riser on the 
rich list — just behind Richard Branson. Bredenkamp has a £700 million 
personal fortune stemming from a business empire that includes the top 
sports management company Masters International, whose clients include 
chess master Gary Kasparov. "° 
Last October’s UN report on the DRC names Bredenkamp as a key arms 
trader and a man who has made millions from the illegal exploitation of 
natural resources in the Congo. The UN report recommends that 
Bredenkamp’s personal assets be frozen and that a travel ban is imposed on 
him. According to the UN he has been illegally exploiting the mineral 
resources of DRC through a British Virgin Islands registered company, 
Tremalt.'* Britain’s imposition of an arms embargo on Zimbabwe has not 
affected Bredenkamp’s business. In July 2001, an invoice obtained by the 
UN shows that one of Bredenkamp’s companies, Raceview International, 
was supplying Mugabe with £2.3 million of camouflage cloth, batteries, fuel, 
boots and army rations. The UN also says it can prove that Bredenkamp 
provided £2 million of aircraft spares to the Zimbabwean airforce. !5 

In addition Bredenkamp is an investor in a company called Aviation 
Consulting Services (ACS). Despite the innocuous name, this company is 
one of the most important arms trading groups in Africa, brokering deals 
between firms and governments.'® One of ACS’s major clients is BAE 
Systems. The UN alleges that Bredenkamp has used his involvement 
with ACS to broker sales of BAE military equipment to the Democratic 
Republic of Congo. The UN report also claims that BAE breached EU 
sanctions and supplied Hawk jet spares to Zimbabwe in early 2002. " 
Although John Bredenkamp is not a British citizen — he carries a 
Zimbabwean and Dutch passport — he is still free to run his evil empire 
from Britain. 
1 ‘A Black Mud From Africa Helps Power the New Economy’ NY Times, August 12" 
2001 ? ‘Supporting the War Economy in the DRC: European Companies and the 
Coltan Trade’ IPIS Report January 2002 http://users.skynet.be/ipis/coltan14-1.htm ° 
‘Final Report of the Panel of Experts on the Illegal Exploitation of Natural Resources 
and Other Forms of Wealth of the Democratic Republic of Congo’ United Nations 
Security Council, 16" October 2002 www.reliefweb.int/w/rwb.nsf/vID/ 
706B89B947E5993DC1256C590052B353?0penDocument * www.irinnews.org/ 
print.asp?ReportID=30525 5 ibid. ê see note 3 7 see note 3 ë ‘Multinationals in 
scramble for Congo’s wealth’ The Guardian, October 22"4 2002 www.guardian.co.uk/ 
Print/0,3858,4529206,00.html ° www.news24.com/News24/Finance/0,4186,2- 
8_1276961,00.htm! '° see note1 '' www.caat.org.uk/information/magazine/1201/ 
africa.php ' ‘British arms sales to Africa soar’ The Observer, February 3° 2002 
www.guardian.co.uk/armstrade/story/0,10674,644227,00.html '° ‘UK Sports Agent 
Accused of Selling Military Gear to African Despot’ The Observer, 27" October 2002 


www.guardian.co.uk/Print/0,3858,4533060,00.html '* see note 3 '* see note 3 '® see 
note 14 '’ see note 3 


Universities, the oil industry and 


climate change 

In case you thought government energy policy had 
shifted dramatically in favour of renewable sources, 
acknowledging the serious consequences of climate 
change and recognising that the fossil fuel industry 
must eventually decline and die, think again. 


‘Degrees of Capture’, the new in-depth report published by Corporate 
Watch, PLATFORM and the New Economics Foundation, demonstrates 
how, despite the government’s own stated goals in the face of global 
warming of ‘reducing our use of fossil fuels, and replacing them with 
non-fossil sources’, huge sums of public money are being spent on 
research of direct use only to the oil industries, while universities are 
allowing themselves to slip ever further into reliance on a moribund 
industry. The report looks at several different areas of capture of the UK 
higher education sector by the oil and gas industry: research and 
development itself, recruitment and training, the personal links and 
institutional mechanisms of capture, and why this capture hampers 
efforts to curb climate change. The report focuses on the ‘upstream’ 
(exploration and production) sector of the industry. 

The International Petroleum Reseach Directory lists about 1000 
R&D projects carried out in UK universities. The value of such 
research is protected by confidentiality agreements, but is estimated 
to be worth around £67m/year. Over 50% of these oil and gas R&D 
projects are paid for solely by the taxpayer, and a further 23% are 
part publicly funded. The direct public subsidy is estimated at £36m. 
The balance comes from sponsorship of research projects by oil and 
gas companies. Pressure to find industry co-funding for research 
projects naturally favours projects related to the large, mature fossil 
fuel industry over the small, emergent renewables industry. Much of 
the research funded is geological — finding new fields and determining 
how best to exploit them; other research is engineering based. Thus 
most R&D serves to expand available, economically viable oil and gas 
reserves. 

At the same time, universities are providing the oil and gas industry 
with valuable trained recruits. Course curricula in relevant subjects 
such as geology are increasingly tailored to the needs of the industry, 
with some areas of study actually set in collaboration with industry 
representatives. According to the Principal of Robert Gordon University, 
‘The university is proud that its courses are highly responsive to the 
demands of employers — our staff ... actively go out and meet employers 
to determine their education and training requirements.’ In effect, training 
costs which previously fell on companies are being increasingly passed on 
to publicly-funded universities in a further hidden subsidy to the 
industry. 

Much of this capture has come about through industry involvement in 
higher education at departmental, university and government levels. The 
report details the web of staff secondment and revolving doors (academics 
taking jobs in the oil industry and vice versa); industry funding of 
academic positions and donations of cash, buildings etc.; honorary degrees 
and appointments for industry managers; and the disproportional 
representation of the oil and gas industry on higher edication policy 
bodies such as Research Councils and Foresight Committees. 

Some very serious conclusions can be drawn from this evidence. In the 
first place, UK universities are directly contributing to the continued and 


Disclaimer: Corporate Watch makes no pretence of journalistic 
objectivity, and in any case the views expressed herein are not 
necessarily our own. The value of the information in this publication lies 
primarily in its usefulness, although we cannot be held responsible for 
any use which may be made of it. 


Corporate Watch also works as an independent research unit, conducting 
research for campaigners, linking corporate activity to wider global 
issues. 


Please help! 

Corporate Watch relies on a tiny funding base and workers paid barest 
subsistence rates. If you would like to help with fund-raising, distribution, 
research or money, please feel free to contact us. 
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increased competitiveness of the oil and gas industry. This 
effectively reduces the relative competitiveness of renewable energy, 
making it economically more difficult to combat climate change. 
Thus, government policy directly contradicts itself. In the second 
place, the report notes that capture by the oil and gas industry is 
particularly strong in certain universities: Cambridge, with its new 
BP Institute, Imperial College, London, Aberdeen, Dundee, Robert 
Gordon and Heriot-Watt. In these universities, whole departments 
are becoming dependent on oil and gas industry collaboration, which 
can only have detrimental effects on academic freedom now, and on 
the viability of those departments in future as the oil and gas 
industry declines. The high proportion of Scottish universities being 
‘captured’ (as a result of their proximity to North Sea oilfields) 
should be of particular concern for Scotland. 

The researchers experienced great difficulties acquiring the 
information for this report. There are no registers of universities’ 
corporate connections and such information as was available was 
difficult to access and limited in scope. Publicly-funded universities 
should be publicly accountable: publishing registers of industrial 


Energy Minister Brian Wilson and Jenny Costelloe (Graduate Attraction Manager at oil 
trade association UKOOA) launch a mobile careers fair to promote careers in the oil and 
gas industry on a tour of 21 universities from January to May 2003 


sponsorship, both research contracts and other aspects of academic 
life, and recognising that the integrity of academic institutions 
outweighs considerations of commercial confidentiality. 

‘Degrees of Capture’ looks in detail only at one part of the oil and 
gas industry. There is considerable evidence that a similar pattern of 
hidden subsidy and capture is also taking place with other industries 
gaining influence over universities with potentially very serious 
impacts not only on higher education, but on society and the planet 
as a whole. 

Degrees of Capture is available from Corporate Watch for £3.50 
inc. p&p, or go to http://www.corporatewatch.org/pages/ 
degrees_of_capture.htm for the pdf version. Email 

degrees @corporatewatch.org if you want more information or to 
comment on the report. We can also provide speakers on this 
issue for events. 
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MaxiMegaSoft 
- the hard sell 


To the casual observer, software giant Microsoft and Bill Gates 

Not content 
with his company offering to donate $2000-worth of licenses for its 
‘Microsoft Office’ suite of software to a project trying to wire up 
Namibian schools to the internet, Bill Gates recently donated 


seem to have been rather generous over the last year. 


$550,000 to Peru’s national school system. By Dave Malcolm 


But perhaps we should look a little more closely at these gifts. In the 
case of ‘SchoolNet Namibia’, it turned out that the $2000 ‘Office’ 
software license donation was conditional on the project spending $9000 
to pay for ‘operating system’ licenses, and Microsoft attempted to get 
the project to spend a further $22,500 on equipment that would have 
mainly been useful as part of a Microsoft marketing campaign. 

Turning to Peru, we find that a bill had been introduced by the ruling 
party, Peru Posible, that would decree the use of so-called ‘Open Source’ 
software in all government systems. Such software is regarded by 
Microsoft as the number one threat to its monopoly within the computer 
industry. A number of governments around the world are considering 
similar legislation. The chief sponsor of the bill, Congressman Edgar 
Villanueva has said that Microsoft is terrified of it. “They insisted once 
and again that Peru [represents] but an insignificant portion of their total 
income. What worries them is the cascading effect that could be triggered 
if a national state took such a decision.’ A leaked email of November 
2002 shows that Microsoft is attempting to track the use of ‘open 
source’ software by governments and respond to every such news story 
around the world, by gathering intelligence on potential forms of 
‘leverage’ it can use to snuff out the threat. The story takes a further 
twist when you learn that the U.S. Ambassador to Peru, John Hamilton, 
wrote a letter to the President of the Peruvian Congress, applying 
pressure against the bill. 

So what’s wrong with Microsoft? After all, although it has a monopoly 
with its ‘Windows’ operating system, doesn’t that bring about a level of 
standardisation which benefits everybody? Isn’t Microsoft the herald of 
a new Information Age in which ready access to information will 
empower us all? 


Are you a big enough market? 
Like any company, a software company has its own set of priorities 
which may or may not coincide with ours. The most important priority 
of a software company is ‘volume’ - the number of ‘units’ it can sell. A 
classic example of where this becomes a problem is in ‘localisation’ - the 
language the software uses to display messages on the screen, along with 
certain other conventions that vary from country to country, such as the 
way that dates are written. Most software is only available for a limited 
set of languages, since it only makes business sense to translate the 
software into the languages for which enough copies will be sold. But if 
you happen to speak a ‘minority’ language such as Icelandic, Estonian, or 
one of the 5000 unofficial languages in India, you might be out of luck. 
You might think that this wouldn’t be a problem; after all, even though 
it might not make sense for a foreign publisher to, say, publish a 
translation of a work of literature into a minority language, it doesn’t stop 
speakers of that language from translating it and publishing it themselves. 
But software differs greatly from books. It is fairly simple to translate a 
book into a different language, even without the co-operation of the 
original author. But most software is distributed in a form designed to be 
read by machines, rather than by humans; this form is called ‘machine 
code’, and looks like a random collection of ones and zeroes, rather like 
looking at a television that isn’t tuned in properly. The designers of the 
software generally work in a different form (called the ‘source code’), 
which looks a little like a mathematical formula - this is like a blueprint 
for the program and is converted to machine code before it leaves the 
company. Although it’s a technical process requiring some skill, it’s fairly 
easy to deal with source code after a little training, whereas machine code 
is almost impossible for humans to decipher. 
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Most software companies zealously keep the source code to their 
programs secret as it is the key to the production of the software - most 
software companies guard it like the proverbial crown jewels! Since this 
source code never leaves the company it’s very hard for someone else to 
translate the program to a new language, as they must work with the 
machine code, typically a frustrating, error-prone process, and illegal in 
many parts of the world. 


Making computers more unreliable 

Unfortunately, with standardisation, Microsoft’s monopoly has brought a 
dangerous level of homogeneity to the world’s computing infrastructure. 
In a pattern reminiscent of a monoculture crop being wiped out by a 
disease, a single malicious program can spread across the internet to 
millions of effectively-identical machines. ‘On July 19, 2001, more than 
359,000 computers were infected with the Code Red worm in less than 
14 hours. At the peak of infection, more than 2,000 new machines were 
infected each minute. Servers running Internet Information Services from 
Microsoft were propagating this worm across the Internet faster than 
anything has up to then or since.’ 


Stopping technological progress 

After years of complaints and investigation, and lengthy court 
proceedings in the very room in which the Watergate defendents were 
tried, a US court ruled that Microsoft is a monopoly, and has repeatedly 
used its monopoly power to suppress competition. To quote from Judge 
Jackson’s findings in this ‘antitrust’ case, ‘The ultimate result is that 
some innovations that would truly benefit consumers never occur for the 
sole reason that they do not coincide with Microsoft’s self-interest’ 

Unfortunately, the products it does come up with aren’t necessarily any 
good either. To quote from an article in Fortune magazine: ‘...from its 
beginnings, Microsoft has been notorious for producing inelegant 
products that are frequently inferior to the competition and for bringing 
them to market way behind schedule’. 

The underlying problem is that by controlling the Operating System 
(Windows), Microsoft is effectively the gatekeeper of computer 
technology. Imagine if one company owned the rights to the design of 
mains electricity sockets, and could change the shape of the sockets and 
the voltage levels every few months. Companies wishing to make 
appliances such as televisions and microwave ovens would have to pay 
homage to the company that controlled the standard, and could be 
arbitrarily driven out of business by it if they stepped out of line. This is 
effectively the situation that Microsoft is in with its monopoly power 
over operating systems for personal computers. An operating system can 
be thought of as the underlying ‘plumbing’ or ‘wiring’ that makes 
software work, rather like the electrical system of a house, and it has 
‘interfaces’ that let programs such as word processors work: a bit like 
plugging a television into a mains electricity socket. 

It doesn’t end there. To continue our electrical analogy, imagine if the 
company controlling the design of electrical sockets decided it wanted to 
make televisions. It would have immense power to drive all other 
television manufacturers out of business, simply by refusing to license 
the shape of an electrical socket to its competitors. There are numerous 
cases where Microsoft has wielded its monopoly in one area as a big stick 
in order to achieve a monopoly in another. An example is the deliberate 
hiding of certain parts of Windows, for use only by Microsoft 
applications (and not its competitors). In our electrical analogy, this is 
rather like having a secret extra pin on an electrical socket which, if you 


know about it, can be used to draw extra power. Another example is an 
apparent attempt to include fake error messages into a version of 
Windows that would only appear when used in conjunction with Digital 
Research’s DR DOS, to scare users into using Microsoft’s rival product, 
MS-DOS. 

Another example is Java. Java was created by Sun Microsystems, and 
was all the rage in the late 1990s. This technology promised that 
programs could be ‘written once, then run anywhere’, eliminating the 
confusing differences between, say, the Windows and the Mac versions of 
a product: instead there would be a single product, which would work on 
any computer. Since this was a threat to Microsoft’s monopoly, it 
systematically attempted to thwart this technology. 

During its investigations, the US Department of Justice came across an 
internal Microsoft document which stated that Microsoft’s goal was to 
‘get control of’ and ‘neutralize’ Java. One journalist spelt out its 
approach to Java: ‘We will embrace it, we will make it ours, we will 
apply it to our operating system, and we will kill it. We will do what we 
must to protect the mothership - the OS [operating system]’. To give a 
flavour of its tactics, Microsoft was contractually obliged to provide 
details of a particular part of Java technology called RMI on its website. 
It did so, but attempted to hide the link. ‘Referring to RMI and any Java 
developers who might access Microsoft’s site looking for it, a Microsoft 
employee wrote to his approving manager, “They’ll have to stumble 
across it to know it’s there. . . . ’'d say it’s pretty buried.’ 

The ironic thing is that Microsoft’s current big idea, called ‘.NET’, is 
essentially a clone of Sun’s strategy with Java, with the all-important 
difference that Microsoft own it. 


Making offers you can’t refuse 

Behind the benevolent image portrayed by its PR department, Microsoft 
is viewed by industry insiders with more than a little suspicion. 
According to Intel Vice President Steven D. McGeady ‘Microsoft is a 
f**king evil corporation’. Marc Andressen, the co-founder of Netscape, 
likened a meeting with Microsoft to a scene from The Godfather: ‘It was 
like a visit by Don Corleone. I expected to find a bloody computer 
monitor in my bed the next day.’ Speaking of the antitrust case, David 
Boies, the chief lawyer for the prosecution joked: ‘It’s been very difficult 
to convince [a PC manufacturer] to appear in court without a hood’. The 
PC manufacturing companies are dependent on Microsoft to provide 
them with legal licences for Windows to sell with their equipment. 
‘[Microsoft] charges different [PC manufacturers] different prices for 
Windows, depending on the degree to which the individual [PC 
manufacturers] comply with Microsoft’s wishes. 


Hawking its wares 
There is something of an analogy between some software developers and 
drug pushers. Both give away early versions of their product, either as 
explicit gifts, or by having insufficient safeguards against software piracy. 
Having established dependency amongst the users of the product, it then 
ratchets up the price and enforcement conditions. 

Chris Williams, Microsoft’s director of product development, explained 
his attitude to software piracy in the Far East: ‘We’re just flooding the 


IF ORDINARY PEOPLE BEHAVED LIKE- 


THIS NEW WHEEL 
You SOLD ME- 
IT'S THE WRONG 

SIZE! 


NO, NO, MADAM... IT'S 
THE RIGHT SIZE -IT'S JUST 
THAT ITS GOT THE NEW 
8:5 AXLE... 


market with copies... The goal is... that when people actually end up 
having to buy software, they [will] already know our software and it’s 
the one they will have to buy when the laws get passed. We’re basically 
getting market share. As soon as we start to get a return on that 
investment, it will be humungous’. 


But | need my Microsoft Word fix! 


How can | break my addiction? 

So how should someone concerned about Microsoft’s dominance of the 
world’s software infrastructure react? It’s become traditional at this point 
in articles to suggest that you try an alternative operating system to 
Windows, such as the free operating system Linux. Unfortunately, 
although great progress has been made over the last few years towards 
making Linux easier to use, it’s still something I can only recommend if 
you're fairly knowledgeable about computers. There’s plenty of 
information on the internet about Linux. 

A much easier step that I would like all readers of this article to 
consider is to use OpenOffice.org. This suite of software runs on 
Windows (and on a wide variety of other operating systems) and boasts a 
complete word-processor, spreadsheet, and so on, compatible with the 
Microsoft equivalents - for example, it will happily load and save Word 
documents. It has numerous advantages over Microsoft Office and Word: 
you don’t have to pay for it, the full source code is available for 
hobbyists to play with and businesses to work with, and the file formats 
it uses are fully documented. It was also used in writing this article. Ifa 
substantial number of people moved from using the ‘Word’, ‘Excel’ and 
‘Powerpoint’ formats for exchanging their documents, and instead used 
OpenOffice.org formats, it would undermine Microsoft’s control of 
electronic documents, and threaten one of its major sources of income. 

In fact, I’d like to stress this: if you’re running a ‘pirate’ copy of 
Microsoft Office, or of ‘Word’, regarding it as free, please consider 
moving to something genuinely free: OpenOffice.org. Visit their website 
today! (<http://www.openoffice.org/dev_docs/source/1.0.2/index.htm1>) 
Microsoft has used software piracy to achieve ubiquity; it now wants to 
‘turn up the heat’ and get people to start paying for the software they’ ve 
become dependent on. So don’t fall for the phoney ‘upgrades’ which take 
up more space on your hard drive without actually doing anything useful; 
don’t pay money to perpetuate a monopoly - switch to something free! 


1 ‘Namibia wisely spurns M$ ‘gift’ in favor of Linux’; 31st October 2002; http:// 
www.theregister.co.uk/content/4/27878.html 2 ‘Microsoft's Big Stick in Peru’; 27th 
July 2002; http:/www.wired.com/news/business/0,1367,54141,00.html 3 <http:// 
www.schoolnet.na/pr/msftrelease.html> 4 see note 2 5 ibid 6 http://opensource.org/ 
halloween/halloween8.php 7 see note 2 8 This has been proven in court in the US: 
see US District Court for the District of Columbia Civil Action No. 98-1232 (TPJ), 
Civil Action No. 98-1233 (TPJ), Court’s Findings of Fact (para. 33) http:// 
www.usdoj.gov.atr/cases/f3800/msjudgex.htm 9 ‘Happy Birthday, Code Red’; July 
18th 2002; http://slashdot.org/article.pl?sid=02/07/19/0354224 10 HYPERLINK "http:/ 
/www.usdoj.gov/atr/cases/f3800/msjudgex.htm"Findings of Fact, paragraph 412 11 
‘Fortune’, Jan 16th 1995, p18 12 ‘Overdrive’, pp.45-46 13 e.g. Findings of Fact 
paragraphs 386-407 14 ‘Wired’ November 2000, ‘The Truth, The Whole Truth, and 
Nothing But The Truth’ by John Heilemann, p270-1 15 ‘Wired’, November 2000, p281 
column 2 16 Findings of Fact, paragraph 392 17 ‘Wired’, November 2000, p308 col 1 
18 Ken Auletta ‘World War 3.0’ p110, quoting Wired, November 2000 19 ‘World War 
3.0’ p56 20 ‘World War 3.0’ p252 21 Findings of Fact, para 64 22 Microsoft Secrets’ 
by Michael A Cusumano & Richard W. Selby (1995), p284-5 
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Dis-Asda on the Old Kent Road! 


Asda is planning to build a superstore on the Old Kent Road, Southwark, South London between Ossory Road and Malt Street with over 500 car 


parking spaces. 


The Old Kent Road already has Tesco, Aldi, Lidl, McDonalds, PC World, B&Q, Halfords and Toys R Us, but what the 100,000 people who live 
within a one mile radius of this site do not have are decent community facilities. 
Traffic, pollution and respiratory disease are at an all time high along this most polluted stretch of road in London, which also, ironically, has 


the lowest car ownership in London. 


Since the Asda site was squatted in September, the Ossory Road Yard has hosted community events, children’s weekends, discussion groups, 
banner and puppet making workshops and an anti-war forum. With more time they want to build a kid’s adventure playground, plant on the land 


and create a genuinely community-run space. 


The current occupants have been given ‘notice to evict’ and are expecting bailiffs to arrive in March. 
Come and help build defences, create anti-Wal-Mart art installations, green the land or get in touch with them to co-ordinate anti-Asda actions 
in your local area. They have a warm and welcoming space available with guest rooms and a communal kitchen and lounge, but bring what you 


expect to find and call to let them know you are coming. 


Contact the Ossory Road Social Centre on 07769 791387 or 07742 452 456480. Or email: ossoryrd@breathe.com. Just in case you were in 


any doubt, or if you want to persuade your friends: 


Nine Reasons not to shop at ASDA 


1) Asda is owned by Wal-Mart, the biggest and one of 
the most aggressive companies in the world. 

Wal-Mart is, according to the Global 500 list, the largest corporation 
in the world by revenue ($219 billion worth of sales in 2001). With 
over one million employees in over 4,600 stores worldwide, it is not 
only the largest retailer in the USA, but also in Mexico and Canada. It 
also operates across Europe, South America and Asia. 


2) Asda has contributed to the demise of urban high 
streets and small independent retailers. 

According to the New Economics Foundation, between 1995-2000 we 
lost roughly one-fifth of our local shops and services — including 
cornershops, grocers, high-street banks, post offices, pubs and 
hardware stores — the very fabric of our communities — as a result of 
supermarket expansion. 


3) Asda misleads its customers about its prices. 

Asda may not be as cheap as it seems. In the last 4 years, Asda has 
been investigated 5 times by the Advertising Standards Authority, as 
supposed price cuts turn out not to be as good value as they seem. In 
2001, a Norwich Asda was fined for misleading customers about the 
amount it had actually cut prices. Recent research by food group, 
Sustain, has shown that it is up to 30% cheaper to buy your food at 
your local grocer, butcher or market than at a supermarket. 


4) Asda treats its suppliers with contempt. 

The Competition Commission report into supermarkets in 2000 
illustrates how Asda uses its power to bully suppliers. Its 
investigation found 18 Asda practices in dealing with suppliers that 
adversely affect the public interest. These included requiring 
suppliers to make a payment for better positioning of their products 
in stores, forcing suppliers to agree to a lower price than originally 
agreed, and changing quality and packaging demands without 
adequate notice. 


5) Asda is bookies’ favorite to take over Safeway 

If Asda get the go ahead to buy Safeway it will put Asda on level 
pegging with top dog, Tesco, in terms of market share at around a 
massive 25% each. The additional buying power that Asda/Wal-Mart 
would gain from the Safeway takeover would tip the balance of power 
even further away from suppliers to big retailers. 


6) Asda tries to present itself as ‘the store of the 
community’, when really it is sapping it of money, 
resources and life. 


In-store weddings, in-store kid’s education programmes (the Big Sum, 
the Big Read etc) MPs surgeries and the ‘Get Involved’ programme 


that sees Asda workers giving up time to support good causes in their 
communities, all sorts of business in the community awards, 
including the Nestle award for social commitment (yes, it really 
exists), but in fact Asda has a devastating effect on local 
communities. 

Supermarkets are responsible for destroying local independent 
retailers who just cannot compete with their buying power and low 
wages. Shoppers become totally reliant on car use to get to their 
local supermarket which increases pollution and congestion. 


7) Asda has strong links with the Conservative party 
Asda has strong links to the Tory party through former CEO Archie 
Norman, who is currently a Tory MP and former close advisor to 
William Hague. Norman has also been dubbed ‘the Green-belt 
destroyer’. 


8) Would you really want to work for Asda? 

Wal-Mart is notoriously anti-union and has regularly been found to 
flout labour laws. In the US state of Maine, for example, it was fined 
for 1,400 violations of child labour laws in every one of its stores. 
Numerous lawsuits have been filed against it for disability 
discrimination and discrimination against women. Since becoming 
part of Wal-Mart, GMB union reps say it has been subtly clamping 
down on union activity. 


9) And have you been into an Asda store recently? 
Once you have evaded the ‘personal greeters’, the supermarket 
experience is frankly overwhelming. They are huge cavernous 
impersonal spaces, with aisles upon aisles and rows upon rows of 
things — almost too much choice. The fresh produce often looks tired, 
and not as fresh as it might be. Even if it looks nice, the taste 
invariably lets you down. You walk about in a trance induced by strip 
lights and piped music and an endless mantra of special offers over 
the loud speakers. 


Across the USA, from Puget Sound to the Gulf of Mexico, from Maine 
to Arizona, communities are fighting the Wal-Mart/Asda juggernaut. 
Its expansion across Britain is not inevitable if we unite to oppose it. 

By the way, we've singled out Asda for this campaign. It would be 
just as easy to find 9 reasons not to shop Tesco, Sainsbury, Safeway 
etc 


Further Reading on Wal-Mart 

1) ‘How Wal-Mart is Destroying America and The World and What You 
Can Do About It’ by Bill Quinn. Ten Speed Press. 2000. 

2) ‘In Sam We Trust The Untold Story of Sam Walton and How Wal-Mart Is 
Devouring America’. By Bob Ortega. Times Business 1998 

3) www.walmartwatch.org 


Gene juggling 

Since the beginning of the year the EU has been flooded with new 
applications to import, market or grow previously unapproved GM 
crops. In an attempt to force an end to the 4 year de facto EU 
moratorium on the approval of new GM crop varieties, the six global 
Gene Giants: Bayer CropScience, Syngenta, Monsanto, Pioneer Hi-Bred 
(Dupont), Dow AgroSciences and BASF have made 19 new applications. 
These applications have either been made by the biotech companies 
themselves or in conjunction with subsidiary or partner seed companies. 

In the late 1990s European consumers inconveniently turned round and 
rejected GM crops, and the EU effectively stopped processing 
applications for new GM crops. Ever since, the biotech companies and 
GM producing countries, led by the US, have been trying to find a way 
of overcoming this European problem. For over a year the US has been 
threatening to launch a WTO action against the EU on this issue. 
However, they do not want a trade war with Europe over GM at present 
(they have got their work cut out getting backing for a war on Iraq). It 
appears that the GM companies, by submitting so many applications at 
once, are trying to force the situation on their own. Either they will 
succeed in breaking the moratorium themselves or if it remains intact they 
will have set up the necessary conditions for a trade war to happen at a 
more convenient date in the future. 

Should the biotech companies be successful in breaching the moratorium 
it will profit them in 2 ways. Firstly, many of the applications are for the 
import into the EU of new types of GM soya and maize for use in food 
and animal feed; success with these would expand the market for GM 
crops imported from the US, Argentina and Canada. 


Book review: 
Climate facts/demands for 


action by Nares Craig 


This little book is intended as a ‘wake up’ call to 
humanity and provides a concise introduction to the 
perilous state of the planet. It is highly ambitious in its 
scope - highlighting the major environmental 
problems of our day and outlining actions necessary to 
tackle them. 

The book’s scope is perhaps too ambitious given its size. The author 
has condensed some complex phenomena into a few paragraphs and in 
doing so has oversimplified some of the processes described. His picture 
of climate change is a worst case scenario, and his failure to cite primary 
references provides ideal fodder for the likes of Bjorn Lomborg to tear 
apart. 

Overall, the author’s assessment of the perils confronting humanity is 
good, however some arguments are slightly tenuous. For example, his 
assertion that illiterates constitute a heavy ‘burden on society’ seems 
elitist given that the majority of illiterates are women in the developing 
world, who collectively form the backbone of many agrarian societies. It 
is not subsistence farmers and women in the developing world that are the 
burden on society as a whole, but Westerners, through their inequitable 
consumption of resources. 

The demands for action are also rather inconsistent. Whist some of the 
moves he suggests, such as disbanding 
the World Bank and WTO, are quite 
radical (and laudable) some fail to 
sufficiently tackle the problems he 
outlines. For example, he cites ‘natural, 
compressed and liquified gas’ as ‘clean’ 
sources of fuel for transport —clearly 
using Exxon’s definition of ‘clean’. His 
promotion of deep-mined coal as an 
electricity source appears positively 
strange, given his earlier predictions 
concerning climate change. 

Nevertheless, the book provides a 
good concise overview of the problems 
facing our planet. An excellent book to 
drop on the coffee table of an ignorant 
relative. 


NEW MINI SEEKS FORGIVENESS 
FOR CLIMATE CHANGE 


A billboard advertising the mini gets a climate change style 
makeover, photo c/o Hugh Warwick and Rising Tide Oxford 


Many of the current applications are for the cultivation of new varieties 
of GM crops in the EU. At present, with the exception of a single type 
of Syngenta GM maize, which received approval, before the moratorium 
came into effect, no GM crops are grown within the EU. Of particular 
interest in the UK are applications for part C consents for cultivation 
made by Bayer CropScience, Monsanto and Syngenta. These 
applications cover all the GM oilseed rape and sugar beet varieties that 
have completed UK national seed listing trials. Syngenta has followed up 
the new application by planting 5 new national seed listing and research 
and development trials of their GM herbicide tolerant sugar beet. Once 
granted, part C consents would also mean the end of any obligation on the 
part of a GM company to make public the location of their GM trials. 

It has recently been revealed that the UK government intends to start 
processing the 19 new applications immediately. This has prompted 
widespread outcry from GM campaigners. The government on one hand 
is saying that no decision on the commercialisation of GM crops has yet 
been taken, but at the same time it is taking active steps towards the 
commercial growing of GM crops. This is happening before either the 
GM Public Debate has taken place or the results of the farm-scale trials 
have been published. The results of both of these processes were 
supposed to determine whether or not commercial growing of GM crops 
would take place in the UK. “What is the point in proceeding if decisions 
are already made?’ said Clare Devereux, spokesperson for lobby group 
Five Year Freeze and member of the GM public debate’s steering board. 
“If the Government allows these GM crops to be approved before the 
public debate ends it will be a slap in the face for democracy” said Dr Sue 
Mayer, GeneWatch’s director. 


Opposing the corporate war 


Anti-war campaigners across the UK and around the 
world have been taking direct action against the arms 
companies supplying the war who stand to profit from 
increased military budgets. 
50 ‘Civilian Weapons Inspectors’ took a look round a BAe Systems 
munitions plant at Glascoed, South Wales, gaining entry to sensitive areas 
despite the refusal of security guards and police to comply with demands 
to disarm. One group locked on inside a factory building, while others 
evaded detection for over an hour. Glascoed fills and packages bombs, 
shells, grenades and other munitions, known in the trade as ‘lethal 
package technologies’, which makes them all sound like letter bombs. 
Some of the munitions assembled there in the past have contained 
depleted uranium, a possible candidate for the cause of Gulf War 
Syndrome and suspected cause of the massive increase in leukaemia and 
birth defects in Iraq since the first Gulf war. A few weeks earlier, BAe 
Systems had received a £750m bailout from the UK government at the 
same time they were claiming not to be able to pay the firefighters... 
http://uk.indymedia.org/front.php3 ?article_id=55735&group=webcast 
The previous day, seven Midlands peace campaigners were arrested 
after successfully closing the Rolls Royce site at Derby for 1 hour. The 
company was targeted for its crucial role in the manufacturing of fuel 
components for nuclear submarines. The activists from Trident 
Ploughshares, the direct action campaign to peacefully disarm the British 
Trident nuclear weapons system, closed the Raynesway site just before 
7am by locking themselves to the entrance gates. 
A traffic jam ensued and some employees were 
sent away. Defence Secretary Geoff Hoon has 
threatened that use of biological or chemical 
weapons by Iraq could provoke a nuclear 
response — he is obviously unaware that the 
threat of using nuclear weapons is illegal under 
international law. http://uk.indymedia.org/ 
front.php3?article_id=55500&group=webcast 
The companies and police forces involved have 
seemed strangely reluctant to press charges, even 
where they have arrested people on these 
actions. Lesson? The arms trade is so ashamed 
of its bloody business of death and destruction 
that it’s too scared even to prosecute a rag-tag 
bunch of protestors for fear of the negative 
publicity it would garner them. 


Advance 
party 


You are invited to be part of a 
Carnival Against Oil, Wars and 
Climate Chaos outside BP’s 
Annual General Meeting on April 
24th 2003 at the Royal Festival 
Hall, Belvedere Road, South 
Bank, London. 


Book the day off work now to come 
down and say NO to: 

- Bloody Politics - BP is pushing for a 
big slice of the Iraqi oil pie; 

- British Plunder - BP’s pipelines in 
Colombia, Tibet, Alaska and West Papua 
are causing destruction, murder and 
destitution; 

- Burning Planet - BP is planning to 
build the Baku-Ceyhan oil pipeline, 
which would have an enormous 
negative impact on the climate, not to mention 
the human rights implications. 


This will be a celebration of the many safe, 
sustainable and socially just futures that could 


lie ahead of us. In the run up to the AGM there 
will be a speaker tour, alternative AGM and the 


publication of an alternative BP annual report 
whose initial aim is to counter the illusion of 


the ‘good’ oil company. Please send BP-related 


ett wee wee ree ee eee eee eee eee 


Subscribe to Corporate Watch Newsletter 


Rates (6 Issues bi-monthly): Individuals/Non-profit organisations £5 Profit-making 
organisations £25 Multinational Corporations £5000 (or 1 minute's profit) 


+ 


Street, Oxford, 0X1 1L6. 


pictures, quotes, graphics, testimonies and 
other info before March 15th. April 24th will 
also be an international day of action against 
BP. To get involved in any of the above, or for 
more information, contact: 
london @risingtide.org.uk 
www.burmingplanet.net 

62 Fieldgate Street, London E1 1ES. 
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| would like to pay Corporate Watch a donation by standing order of f.......... 

| would like my standing order to start in MONEH...........-YOAM.sseecrseeessse 

| Oe | AER en LO ere 

Bank instructions: Please pay the above amount on the 1st of the month to Corporate 
Watch, Account No: 50108062, Sort Code: 08 92 50, The Co-operative Bank, 13 New 


| enclose a cheque payable to ‘Corporate Watch’ for £...............css00« 


Please complete this form and send with cheque or postal order to: 
Corporate Watch 16b Cherwell St. Oxford 0X4 1BG United Kingdom 
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March 


22 Judgement Day! National 
demonstration at Fairford USAF base. 
Fairford is where B-52 bombers will be flying out 
from to bomb. For details of travel from your area 
www.cynatech.co.uk/gwi//index.htm 


22 Foil the Base - national action at 
Menwith Hill Spy Base. 

Organised by NOW, supported by CND and CAAB. 
Contact Neighbourhoods Opposing War (NOW) 
07905 913 139 or www.now-peace.org.uk 


22 World Day for Water. 2003 is the UN 
International Year of Fresh Water. www.un.uk.org 


22 Rally to support asylum seekers 2.30 
pm Falklands Green, Gosport next to the Gosport 

ferry terminal. Contact: John Molyneux, 023 928 

28149 


24 Blatant Incitement project invites you 
to a day sharing facilitation and 
groupwork skills and experiences. 10am- 
5pm, Hebden Bridge, West Yorkshire. To book a 
place 01524 383012 www.eco-action.org/blinc 


25 No Money for New Oil! Stop UK 
Government Support for the Baku Oil Pipeline. “BP 
wants to build a huge new oil pipeline through Asia 
and Turkey. BP wants UK taxpayers to help pay for 
it!” 020 7566 1673 alexp@foe.co.uk 
www.baku.org.uk 


29 Kyoto march - 2 years after Bush 
dumped Kyoto featuring ‘March to the end of the 
world’ (symbolic of where Bush and Exxon are 
leading us) Organised by the ‘Campaign against 
Climate Change’, 0208 8553327/07903 316331 
www.campaignagainstclimatechange 


April 


5-6 Reclaim the Bases A weekend of protest 
and direct action at military bases across the UK - 
planning meeting on 2nd March 
www.reclaimthebases.org.uk 

7-13 Real Nappy Week 2003. Events across 
the country to raise awareness about the 
environmental impact of nappies and availability of 
cloth nappies and laundry services. 
nappies@wen.org.uk 


9- 11 BioSquare 2003, Lyon, France ‘largest 
gathering of key opinion leaders and decision 
makers from the World of Life Sciences’ 
www.ebdgroup.com/biosquare 


9-11 Corporate Conference - all the biggest 
and the baddest of the transnational transgressors 
will be meeting at a conference in “Managing 
Corporate Responsibility” ahhhh arent they lovely a 
list of those attending is at www.ethicalcorp.com 


14: Vigil for the victims of the bombing of 
Libya by F-111s from Lakenheath on 14th 
April 1986. John Bugg Walk along footpath that 
SHOULD go through the base, or whatever the 
present diversion is. (supported by LAG, organised 
by others) 


17 International Day of Farmers’ Struggle 
www.viacampesina.org 


22 Earth Day. Anniversary of the birth of the 
modern environmental movement. 


22 Faslane blockade: Organised jointly by 
CND, Scottish CND and Trident Ploughshares. 


23: Picket court in support of asylum 
seekers detained for Yarlswood fire 9am 
Harrow Crown Court, Hailsham Drive, Harrow. 
(Nearest station is Harrow & Wealdstone) Contact 
07767 414714 
wwwsstoparbitrarydetentionsatyarlswood.co.uk (See 
SchNEWS 348) 


24: Shut down BP’s Annual General 
Meeting www.burningplanet.net (See article) 


